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debate would convey such an Impression to any one
reading it without preconceived views. None of the
speakers contested the prerogative. They only com-
plained that it was being exercised in a way prejudicial
to the public interest. If the monopolies had been
unimportant, or if the patentees bad used their privilege
less greedily, there would evidently have been no
complaint as to the principle involved. No course of
action was decided on, because the Queen intervened
by a message in which she stated that she had not
been aware of the abuses prevailing, that she was as
indignant at them as Parliament coxild be, and that
she would put a stop, not to monopolies, but to such
as were injurious. With this message the House of
Commons was more than satisfied. As a matter of fact
monopolies went on till dealt with by the declaratory
statute in the-twenty-first year of James I.

If the last Tudor handed down the English Constitu-
tion to the first Stuart as she had received it from her
predecessors, unchanged either in theory or practice, it
was far otherwise with the English Church. There
are two conflicting views as to the historical position
of the Church in this country. According to one it
was, all through the, Middle Age, National as well as
Catholic. The changes which took place at the Refor-
mation made no difference in. that respect, and involved
no break in its continuity. It is not a Protestant
Church. It is still National and still Catholic, rusting
on precisely the same foundations, and existing by the
same title as it did in the days of Dunstan and Becket.
According to the other view, the epithets National and
Catholic are contradictory. A Church which undergoes